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The Study of Disability Awareness among elementary and high
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Abstract This paper is the study on deducing the education design for convergence of disability awareness of
targeting elementary, middle, high school students located in J city. The analysis results are as follows: In the
analysis of group difference in disability awareness, there was a statistically significant difference according to
female students, schools, and sub-typed phase, and experience in integrated education. It was found that the
participating group in disability awareness education showed a higher average than non-participating groups in
prejudice against disability, interest and consideration, and acceptance of physically challenged friends. In the
relationship between disability perception education and disability awareness, the education was found to have
influence on prejudice against disability and acceptance of physically challenged friends. This paper suggested
disability awareness education reflecting a life cycle, application of the integrated educational method for
verifying educational effectiveness, etc.
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(Table 1) Characteristics of the Subjects

Factors N %
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Vol
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(Table 3) Failure to recognize gender differences

Factors N M SD t

Prejudice m 162 3.056 752

against —4,203sk3¢
disability f 138 3.398 658
Interest and m 162 3.865 748

; : =2.750%
consideration | f | 133 | 4074 | 524
Acceptance of m 162 2.944 816

disabled ~4.064 5
friends f 138 3.306 710
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(Table 4) Disability Awareness difference in the
type of school

Factors N M SD f Duncan
(2.0%), F13] 274(1.3%) o= e | 13] A= Prejudice | % | 100 [ 328 | 749
oo 0] o9 o against Z | 100 3.130 758 | 1119 | a>c>b
wSo] FAH I QLS & 5 Ak disability | 3 | 100 | 326 | 678
. - . Z | 300 3213 729
(Table 2) Disability Awareness Education CI;::ZZ;?L(; =1 100 | 400 | 62 | 73 | avesh
Factors N % al 100 3.8%6 715
Educational theory 57 38.0 Acceptance of| & 100 3934 615 "
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(Table 5) A Comparison of average according to
Inclusion experience

Factors N M SD t
Prejudice yes 175 3.278 756 1863+
against disability| no | 125 | 3122 633 o
Interest and yes 175 3.969 663 o1
consideration no 125 3.950 662 ’
Acceptance of | yes 175 3.096 321 ags
disabled friends | no 125 3.131 743 ’
“p<05 * *p<.0l ** *p<.00l
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(Table 6) A Comparison of average according
disability awareness education and
disability awareness

Factors N M SD !
Prejudice yes | 150 | 3608 | 649
against 11165
disability no 150 2818 575
Interest and yes 150 4217 516 795k
consideration no 150 3705 693 ’
Acceptance of | yes 150 3513 706 10266+
disabled friends | no 150 2.709 650 o
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(Table 7) Effect relationship between disability
awareness education and disability

awareness
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o Constant 147 - 6,189
disabili Prejudice against
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